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T [T The purpose of this memo is to provide clarification to our memo of
B 4/21/80 relative to the BACT NO, emission limit for the Intermountain
i power prujeg In that memo we”stated that a NO_ emission limit of
BRD 0.55 1bs/10 Btu is "probably” achievable. That*iimit was qualifiad
Py for the following reasons:
) Q? NI ° The emission data ¢ited was basad solely on tests conducted
ATD on Utah Power and Light Company's Huntington Canyon Mo. 2
IR unit. This is a tangentially fired boiter built by Combustion
COH Engineering., Inc.
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T We have no emission performance data from units built by the
3] other three utility boiler manufacturers (Bahcock & Wilcox,
R Foster Wheeler, and Riley Stoker) burning the same Utah "B“
1 HML b1 tun“ nous coa.‘. .
:;z * We do not know who w111 be selectad as the bo11er manufacturer(s) -
™ for the IPP units.
;;: Despite thesa factors, we feel that a NO_ 1imit of Q.55 Ibs/'lo6 Btu
DS on a2 30-day rolling average basis can be"achieved with state-of-the-
STVES art burner and furmace design by any of these utility boiler manu-
el facturers with the coal proposed for IPP. Qur Summary statgment in
=TT the 4/21/80 memo made no attempt to qualify the 0.55 1bs/10° Btu
1imit, Consequently, we have no objection to deleting the word
e *probably” as it relates to that Timit.
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